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Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit

ABSTRACT: The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) analyzes the consequences of
four alternatives for revising the 1988 LTBMU Land and Resource Management Plan (as
amended), commonly referred to as the “Forest Plan”. Plan revision provides an updated
Forest Plan for the Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit (LTBMU) that would guide
management of National Forest System (NFS) lands in the Lake Tahoe Basin for approximately
the next 15 years by providing:

e A framework to manage for ecological sustainability and contribute to social and economic
sustainability, with resilient ecosystems and watersheds, diverse plant and animal
communities, and the capacity to provide people and communities with a range of social,
economic, and ecological benefits for present and future generations.

e Strategic direction to guide site-specific project decisions in the context of broader social
and ecological considerations.

¢ Guidance that is flexible enough to remain effective in the face of changing conditions and
policies and enable the Forest Supervisor to work with the public to make the best possible
decisions in the future.

CITATION:

USDA Forest Service LTBMU. 2012. Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan Draft
EIS. R5-MB-241B. U.S. Forest Service, Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit. CA: South Lake
Tahoe.
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